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through inadvertence) to the other two acts would be chang-
ing it, for it would have been attached to avoidable acts,
while it is intended to apply only to unavoidable acts like
those due to inadvertence. This case is also an illustration
of the third requirement, namely that the qualities to which
the value attaches (inadvertence, on the one hand, mistake
and threat, on the other) should be similar, but evidently
they are not in this case, because the former is unavoid-
able and the latter two are not so.

(4) That the application of qiyas, should not result in
the altering of a prescription (nass), because this would
be altering the divine prescription on the basis of personal
judgment. An example of this is found in the case of
false accusation, which by express prescription is a perma
nent bar to the acceptance of one's testimony. Al-Shafi%..
has argued by qiyas, that because the person punished for
other great sins (kdblrah) upon repentance may be heard
as a witness, in the case of false accusation also repentance
should remove the bar to the acceptance of testimony. The
Hanifites have replied that the application of qiyas to false
accusation would amount to altering the divine prescription
(nass) which declares that the false accuser shall be forever
barred from rendering testimony.1

1 Kashf, p. 1051.